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To: Honorable Joseph P. Gonzalez
Administrative Law Judge

ERRATA TO OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO ENLARGE ISSUES AGAINST
LORI LYNNE FORBES

Lori Lynne Forbes ("Forbes"), by her attorney, hereby submits replacement pages
for pages 6 and 8 to her submission filed yesterday. Following the filing of the pleading, it was
noticed that the document contained two errors which needed to be corrected.

WHEREFORE, it is respectfully requested that the this errata to the "Motion to

Enlarge the Issues Against Lori Lynne Forbes" be accepted.

Respectfully submitted,

1250 Connecticut Ave., N.W,
7th Floor
Washington, DC 20036

No. of Copies rec’

May 19, 1993 LstABCDE




was retained by Forbes. He personally is familiar with the transmitter site proposed by Forbes,
and personally confirms that although the terrain is irregular at points near the location of the
transmitter site in the direction of Waimea, the actual, literal terrain is such that there is no
terrain obstruction in the direct path to Waimea. Engineering Statement at 1. In fact, from
Waimea, the Forbes transmitter site can be seen.
Terrain Plots

To confirm this visual information, Forbes’ Consulting Engineer also conducted
three additional studies. First, the ascertain the overall accuracy of KR’s Engineering
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Waimea, obtained copies of the most recent and therefore most accurate terrain data for the area,
and ran additional terrain plots at six key locations in Waimea from the Forbes transmitter site
at Forbes’ proposed location on the tower.* Engineering Statement at Attachment 2. As seen
in the Engineering Statement, these terrain plots verify that there is no terrain shielding (and
therefore no "major obstruction") between Forbes’ proposed site and various population centers
and centers of commerce within the community of Waimea. Engineering Statement at 2.
Shadow Study

Second, a shadow-study was run based upon Forbes’ proposed center of radiation

4 The locations chosen are the Hawaii Preparatory Academy in Waimea at 32.63°; the

Waiaka Power Plant in Waimea at 33.21° Highway 190 and 19 Intersection in Waimea at
36.75°; the Waimea Fire Station at 37.37°; the Waimea-Kohala Main Building at 37.51°; and the
western edge of the Puukapu Homesites at 40.02°,
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onto a short street named Kupai Place, the signal was only fair and

not completely clear. I then continued to the end of Laelae Road

(also sign reads Laelele) and turned onto Puuki Place, where the

signal was barely receivable. The changes appear to follow the

direction which my vehicle is driven, and may result from the

directional characteristics due to receive antenna mounting. I was

about to continue, proceeding through Waimea toward Hilo on

Highway 19, when the station abruptly left the air.
Engineering Statement at Attachment 2. The "outages" of service experienced in the direction
of Waimea essentially match those predicted by the shadow study, and a signal was received in
Waimea, again, just as predicted by the shadow study and the terrain profiles. At the power
proposed by Forbes (which is 3800 times that of the "test" translator), a signal level of 80.81
dBu (which is 3.5 times that which is required under the Commission’s rules) will be provided
over the community of Waimea. Therefore, based upon this on-site study of the local terrain
and their effect on local propagation of signals, it has been established that there is no "major
obstruction,” no inability to provide city-grade service, and there is no lingering question of fact
that needs to be resolved in a hearing.
Deficiencies in KR’s Study

KR'’s engineering study appears to have suffered from at three deficiencies. First,
its engineer did not enjoy any on-site familiarity with the site and the local terrain that he could
factor into his analysis. Second, it is not at all clear that KR’s engineer used the proper
boundaries for the community of Waimea, and could have instead been evaluating the effect of
the local terrain on certain of the areas for lie before, beyond, or to the side of Waimea. A
detailed map showing the actual boundaries of Waimea is attached hereto at Figure 2 to the

Engineering Statement. Finally, it appears that he inadvertently mixed together two incompatible

databases.  As stated in Attachment 3, which is a copy of U.S. Geological Survey Bulletin
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Dan J. Alpert, hereby certify that the forgoing document has been sent via Hand
Delivery on May 19, 1993 to the following:

Hon. Joseph P. Gonzalez
Administrative Law Judge

Federal Communications Commission
2000 L Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Gary Schonman, Esq.

Hearing Division, Mass Media Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
2025 M Street, N.W., Room 7212
Washington, DC 20554

Cary S. Tepper, Esq.
Meyer, Faller, Weisman and
Rosenberg, P.C.
4400 Jenifer St., N.W.
Suite 380
Washington. DC 20015

Mark Van Bergh, Esq.
Waysdorf & Van Bergh
1000 Connecticut Ave., N.W.
Suite 504

Washington, DC 20036




